
A critic of systems
Capitalism is the astounding belief      
that the most wickedest of men will
do the most wickedest of things for
the greatest good of everyone. 

- John Maynard Keynes
It is impossible for capitalism to survive,
primarily because the system of capitalism
needs some blood to suck. As the nations 
of the world free themselves, the capitalism 
has less victims, less to suck, and it becomes
weaker and weaker. It’s only a matter of time
in my opinion before  it will collapse completely.

- Malcom X

Definitions 
Our civilization is the systematic way we are organized socially and economically. It is the 

institution that is shaped by our social behaviors and ultimately, conditions the lives of the entire 
population.  Our  civilization  encompasses  most  of  humanity  today,  regardless  of  cultural  and 
historical backgrounds, geographical locations or other surface differences. Our civilization started 
roughly ten thousand years ago in the Middle East and has since spread to most of the planet, 
eradicating other civilizations in its path. 

A system is a way to be organized that is accepted, or enforced, as the only valid way for an 
entire population. 

A way is one possibility of how to be organized, regardless on how many people follow it. A 
way is just one of many. There is no one way to do anything, although some ways work better than 
others.  

What's is the problem?
Our civilization, despite its great material and intellectual wealth, doesn't prevent but on the 

opposite  relies  on,  amongst  other  things,  cutthroat  behaviors,  social  darwinism,  hierarchy,  war, 
racism,  sexism,  religious  extremism,  economic  inequalities,  injustice,  power  struggle,  violence, 
arbitrary  law  making,  waged  labor,  over-exploitation  of  resources  and  unsustainable  constant 
growth.

The powerful monetary system shadows the fact that there are other kinds of wealth valued 
by humans than economic wealth.

Our civilization allows a few to coerce the majority of the population into living frustrating, 
empty and wasteful lives based on scarcity, work, exchange, force and fear.

Why is it a problem?
It  prevents  most  of  humanity  to  live  happy,  fulfilling  and  sustainable  lives  based  on 

abundance, play, solidarity, love and trust.

It  is  also on the brink of collapse because of the unavoidable  effects  of such a system: 
economic  crisis,  criminality,  famine,  pollution,  climate  change,  mass  extinctions,  epidemics, 



frustration, despair and hopelessness.

Why does the majority of the population maintain the status quo?
The status quo is maintained first and foremost by the inbuilt characteristic of the system to 

perpetuate itself.  The power of decision and the means to exert this power are funneled toward 
those who benefit the most from the system and thus are the most likely to want to preserve it.

The  system  perpetuates  itself  by  keeping  the  majority  of  the  population  in  ignorance, 
through biased education systems, religious dogma and the overwhelming media influence, who all 
force on the young minds the notions that our civilization is the best and only way to live, that to try 
to improve upon it is utopian, that human nature, not the way we are organized, is the cause of all 
ills in our society, that our egos are what prevent us from being perfect and that progress from 
primitive to advanced is the only solution to overcome those problems. The result is that everybody 
stays in a constant state of expectation, accepting the present conditions and waiting for a better 
future when people would be nicer, more spiritual, more equal, more developed, more this, more 
that, etc...

The same way a species is the result of a combination of genes, a civilization is the result of 
a combination of memes.  A meme is  an idea that  is  passed on.  Because of memes stating the 
opposite, the majority of the population is in ignorance of the plain facts that our civilization is not 
working well, that it is not the ultimate invention, that it can be improved upon, and that we need to 
go beyond it in order to achieve survival in a sustainable way, which seems to be humanity's main 
pursuit. Survival seems more attractive if the population is living happy and fulfilling lives.

The meme that there is only one way to live properly as humans and that it is the way the 
“modern world “ lives now is pounded on everyone of us constantly and spreads as economic and 
cultural globalization takes place. The capitalist system has become a model to be imitated at all 
costs.

The status quo is preserved by ignoring the fact that humans have lived differently in the 
past and that our current predicament is only inherent of our civilization and its flaws. As humans, 
we are not bound to be organized the way we are. Our civilization is not the result of human nature, 
fate or the will of god. Our civilization is merely one branch amongst a multitude of possible ways 
that we happened to have followed, because it appeared very successful for a while despite being 
flawed  and bound to fail on the long term. We don't have to stick to this, or to any other particular 
way. 

The  status  quo is  also enforced  by economic  necessity and social  pressure,  when some 
individuals might recognize the need for change and the flaws inherent in our current system, but 
find themselves unable to do anything about it or fail to find efficient ways to bring change. Some 
people are in a better position than others to initiate changes. 

Some preserve the status quo because they consider any notion of change utopian. Usually 
this is the view of people who can't imagine something that is not the system. We can think broader 
and we can give up the system in order to change it. Giving up a system doesn't mean relinquishing 
what is good about it, but discarding what is bad about it to end up with something that works 
better.

The false notion that revolution, armed struggle or terrorism is necessary for radical change, 
or that everything needs to be changed at once and the old system utterly destroyed before a new 
order can take its place is preventing people to realize that every little step is one step closer to 
change. People tend to get discouraged when this little counter current step seems to be isolated, in 
the flood of globalization.

People fail to understand that they need to change their own lives, not the lives of others, 
and that a global improvement of human condition can only come by everybody changing their own 



lives,  on  their  own  will.  Forced  change  will  never  be  real  change.  All  organized  revolutions 
preserve the status quo because they don't eliminate the system, they merely replace it with another 
one if they are successful or make the old system stronger if they fail. All the failed revolutions 
have at least taught us the lesson that change can't be centralized.

The failure of the various socialist systems experimented are seen as proof of the value of 
our current  system, showing how addicted to systems and how close minded we are.  We can't 
conceive of a situation without a system, a situation where there is no one way, but countless ways, 
where diversity is the norm, not uniformity. This blindness of ours is even more amazing when we 
consider that the whole universe, including life and evolution, works only because it is diversified. 

What can be done?
Those who are in a position to do so can walk away from the institutions and behaviors that 

support our civilization and create their own social and cultural environment by living out of it, that 
is, organized other ways. Further, they can promote varied kind of relationships between people and 
different values, show by example that it can be done, create opportunities for others to make their 
own choices and thus open their eyes to the possibilities for them to change their own lives too. 
Once enough people are living better according to their own values, not only little will hold the 
others tied to a single common system anymore but that common system will become useless. The 
capitalist system and its values will then gradually and painlessly lose its overwhelming influence 
as various other ways with new [or old] values are experimented voluntarily. No fighting is needed 
or  recommended  except  in  extreme  cases,  the  revolution  happens  every  time  somebody starts 
thinking on his or her own, and acts accordingly. Nobody can say for others which way they should 
live, there is no one way to live. Many ways can work better than the one imposing itself all over 
the planet today and that is leading us to a collapse.

But why not try to fix the system instead of discarding it?
Thinking of the situation as a status quo is ignoring the obvious exponential loss of freedom, 

increase  of  coercive  measures,  degradation  of  the  ecosystem,  depletion  of  resources  and 
demographic growth occurring. Problems are not merely there, they are getting worse.

If all the sudden a burning man stumble through your door, you extinguish him and then 
rush him to the hospital. But if burning men after burning men come rushing through your door, 
extinguishing them and rushing them to the hospital is not enough, eventually you will have to 
investigate how come they catch fire and you will want to try to eradicate the cause of the fires. 

Criminality, famines, pollution, climate changes, mass extinctions, exhaustion of resources 
and the other problems we face are symptoms. The disease itself is deeply imbedded in the system 
we live under and needs to be addressed alongside treating the more obvious results of that deeper 
cause. Otherwise, to try and eliminate the symptoms by themselves can be little more than a minor 
palliative and, fundamentally, pointless as they will simply keep reappearing until their root causes 
are eliminated. 

Alternative energies, humanitarian aid, environmental activism or else are only temporary 
crisis solutions. They are necessary to gain us time so that change can take place before our system 
collapses, or if one is optimistic, to enable a painless transition, but are no more than band aids to 
wounds we should learn to avoid in the first place. They should not shadow the roots of the problem 
and the more important necessity of change. 

In our situation, the root cause of our problems is that the design of our particular system is 
flawed, it  unfortunately can't work. But upon investigation, we realize that changing the system 
doesn't really improve the situation. The fact is, the very concept of a system is flawed.



No amount of fixing and improving and maintaining will change that. 

But then how should people be organized?
There is no one valid system for people to be organized and it is up to each of us to find out 

how we prefer to be organized and understand that others might not prefer our way.

We need an  absence  of  system.  We need  diversity,  not  uniformity.  Uniformity is  weak 
because if the common way doesn't work, the whole system collapses. Diversity is strong because it 
doesn't matter if some ways don't work, in the lot some are bound to work. There is no need for any 
attempt to save a flawed system that doesn't  work, this  flawed system can be abandoned. This 
allows for an evolution of ways and makes complete collapse very unlikely as workable ways are 
perpetuated and unworkable ways are abandoned. Evolution doesn't tend toward a single perfect 
system since it  is not hierarchical or linear.  No way is perfect,  it  only works in its  context,  in 
relation with its environment and the others ways present in it, the same way as the evolution of 
species. The need for diversity is a simple law of nature, going against it means extinction.

This is good news because it means that the natural tendency is toward an improvement of 
our situation. It is good news because if you are still reading this at this point, it means that the 
world is getting more open minded and more diverse. The system might collapse, or it might not, 
but at the end of the day, some will make it and the ways that will be perpetuated after that will be 
ways that work, the ways that people like you will have been experimenting. The capitalist system 
is a dinosaur and when it will collapse, it will leave room for other ways to develop, ways that until 
then were only marginally successful because they were in the shadow of a giant and voracious 
beast.

But then what works and what doesn't?
What works and what doesn't work needs to be experimented and found out. I do not have 

the answer. What works for somebody might not work for somebody else. There is no ready made 
formula. And that's OK.  We can be inventive. We can listen to our urges, desires and wants. We can 
be true to ourselves.  We can accept  others might  disagree.  We can find ways that  work in  the 
complex web of human interactions. And then we can apply them to our lives.

Equality between all can't be a goal, it ignores the fact that we are all different. Comparing 
each other or leveling differences doesn't do justice to who we are or want to be. We are not equals 
now and we will never be equals without some sort of control, even if it is peer control. Being equal 
to all means being dependent on others for standards. What works better than equality is autonomy. 

If you are happy with who you are and what you are doing then you don't need to compare 
yourself to others. Equality would be a forced abolition of competition that is utterly unrealistic. 
Autonomy on the other hand is dis-empowering competition by understanding and acknowledging 
that  others'  preferences  and  needs  are  as  important  as  your  own.  Equality  is  about  fighting 
differences while autonomy is about making differences irrelevant.

Democracy, while officially an attempt to impose equality, is in reality only a way for a 
majority to rule over minorities. It is inherently flawed, as its goal is unattainable and as a method it 
is not working. Consensus seems a more valid approach to find solutions to problems as it doesn't 
rely on coercion for agreement. What it loses in efficiency it gains in justice.

I am an anarchist not because I believe

                                                                    anarchism is the final goal, but because 
there is no such thing as a final goal     


